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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 16-31 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim should refer to other claims in the alternative only. 
See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the Examiner will consider claims 16-31 as 
dependent on claim 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 16-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. It is unclear to which "messages" claims 16-31 refer 
to. Examiner will equate the messages from claims 16-31 to the second message of 
claim 1b. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-17, 20, 24, 25, 32, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 

anticipated by Stettner (US 7,194,51 1 ). 

Regarding claim 1 , Stettner teaches an audience interaction method 
comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving a first message from a member of the audience of an 
electronic entertainment program (Col. 3, lines 21-23); and 

b) inserting a second message based on said first message into said 
electronic entertainment program (Col. 8, lines 27-30). 

Regarding claim 2, Stettner further teaches the electronic entertainment 
program is a television program (Col. 4, lines 33-38). 

Regarding claim 3, Stettner further teaches the electronic entertainment 
program is a radio program (Col. 4, lines 33-38). 

Regarding claim 4, Stettner further teaches the electronic entertainment 
program is an Interact-delivered multimedia program (Col. 4, lines 33-38). 



Regarding claim 5, Stettner further teaches the first message comprises at 
least an audio message (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6). 
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Regarding claim 6, Stettner further teaches the first message comprises at 
least a text message, i.e. character string messages (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 
1-6). 



Regarding claim 7, Stettner further teaches the first message comprises at 
least a visual image i.e. JPEGs and MPEGs (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6). 

Regarding claim 8, Stettner further teaches the second message 
comprises at least an audio message (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6; Col. 8, 
lines 49-51 ). Stettner's participant input/submission is broadcast. Examiner 
equates the second message to the participant input/submission. 

Regarding claim 9, Stettner further teaches the second message 
comprises at least a text message (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6; Col. 8, lines 
49-51 ). Stettner's participant input/submission is broadcast. Examiner equates 
the second message to the participant input/submission. 

Regarding claim 10, Stettner further teaches the second message 
comprises at least a visual image (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6; Col. 8, lines 
49-51 ). Stettner's participant input/submission is broadcast. Examiner equates 
the second message to the participant input/submission. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Stettner further teaches the first message is received 
via telephone (Col. 3, lines 56-65). 

Regarding claim 12, Stettner further teaches the first message is received 
via cellphone SMS; i.e. character string messages via wireless devices; (Col. 3, 
lines 56-65; Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6). 

Regarding claim 1 3, Stettner further teaches the first message is received 
via Internet (Col. 3, lines 56-65). 

Regarding claim 14, Stettner teaches an audience interaction method 
comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving an audio message (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6) from a 
member of the audience of an electronic entertainment program (Col. 3, lines 21- 
23); 

b) converting said audio message into a text message (Col. 8, lines 7-9); 

c) inserting said text message into said electronic entertainment program 
(Col. 8, lines 27-30). 

Regarding claim 15, Stettner teaches an audience interaction method 
comprising the steps of: 
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a) receiving a text message (Col. 4, line 67; Col. 5, lines 1-6) from a 
member of the audience of an electronic entertainment program (Col. 3, lines 21- 
23); 

b) converting said text message into a spoken message (Col. 8, lines 3-6); 

c) inserting said spoken message into said electronic entertainment 
program (Col. 8, lines 27-30). 

Regarding claim 16, Stettner teaches queuing received messages for use 
at a later time i.e. storing participant input in a storage unit (Col. 4, lines 65-67). 

Regarding claim 17, Stettner teaches the received messages are 
presented to a human operator who selects messages to be discarded (Col. 5, 
lines 35-39). 

Regarding claim 20, Stettner teaches the messages; i.e. additional 
programming or advertisements; are inserted at the television transmission 
station; i.e. local studio; (Page 6, lines 8-12 of 09/736952 which is incorporated 
by reference from Col. 4, lines 22-27 of this application). 

Regarding claim 24, Stettner teaches the messages to be inserted are 
conveyed to the viewer's home via a radio broadcast (Col. 4, lines 33-38) and are 
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inserted into a television program being viewed at the viewer's home (Col. 5, 
lines 50-53). 

Regarding claim 25, Stettner teaches the messages to be inserted are 
conveyed to the viewer's home via a radio broadcast (Col. 4, lines 33-38) and are 
reproduced as a separate audio signal (Col. 5, lines 1-5, 50-55). 

Regarding claim 32, Stettner teaches a method of creating a television 
program comprising the steps of: 

a) Receiving at least one message; i.e. submission; from at least one 
member of the audience of an electronic entertainment program (Col. 3, lines 21- 
23); 

b) Converting the messages into a television program; i.e. submission 
taped along with the interactive show (Col. 5, lines 50-55); 

c) Transmitting said television program (Col. 5, lines 50-55). 

Regarding claim 33, Stettner teaches the television program is transmitted 
by insertion into said electronic entertainment program (Col. 5, lines 50-55). 



5. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Novak (US 
7,103,905). 
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Regarding claim 32, Novak teaches a method of creating a television 
program comprising the steps of: 

a) Receiving at least one message; i.e. media object; from at least one 
member of the audience of an electronic entertainment program (Col. 9, lines 22- 
25); 

b) Converting the messages into a television program (Col. 9, lines 14-19); 

c) Transmitting said television program (Col. 1 0, lines 1 0-1 3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 21-23, 26-29, 31 , and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stettner in view of Hendricks. 

Regarding claim 21 , Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 

Stettner does not clearly teach the messages to be inserted are conveyed 
to the viewer's home via the Internet and are inserted at the viewer's home. 

Hendricks teaches the messages to be inserted; i.e. advertisements; are 
conveyed to the viewer's home via the Internet and are inserted at the viewer's 
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home (Col. 9, lines 48-58). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's 
system to transmit the messages to the viewer's home via the internet and insert 
them at the viewer's home so as to provide an alternative method of receiving 
messages and to free up other lines of communication. 

Regarding claim 22, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1. 

Stettner does not clearly teach the messages to be inserted are conveyed 
to the viewer's home via coding within a television signal and are inserted at the 
viewer's home in visual form. 

Hendricks teaches the messages to be inserted are conveyed to the 
viewer's home via coding within a television signal (Col. 4, lines 29-35) and are 
inserted at the viewer's home in visual form, i.e. using the switching plan, the 
television tunes into the feeder channel containing the advertisement (Col. 6, 
lines 14-20). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to transmit the 
messages to the viewer's home via coding within a television signal and insert 
them in visual form so as to allow the viewer to watch the message on a viewing 
screen. 

Regarding claim 23, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 
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Stettner does not clearly teach the messages to be inserted are conveyed 
to the viewer's home via coding within a television signal and are inserted at the 
viewer's home in audible form. 

Hendricks teaches the messages to be inserted are conveyed to the 
viewer's home via coding within a television signal and are inserted at the 
viewer's home in audible form, i.e. using the switching plan, the television tunes 
into the feeder channel containing the advertisement (Col. 6, lines 14-20). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to transmit the 
messages to the viewer's home via coding within a television signal and insert 
them in audible form so as to allow the viewer to listen to the message through a 
set of speakers. 

Regarding claim 26, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 

Stettner does not clearly teach generating statistical information from 
messages received. 

Hendricks teaches generating statistical information from messages 
received, i.e. the switching history from the television terminal that is gathered 
using the number of times each commercial is inserted (Col. 6, lines 24-27). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to generate statistical 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/601 ,985 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2609 

information from received messages so as to provide the viewers with 
geographic- and age-related messages. 

Regarding claim 27, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 

Stettner does not clearly teach the charging for each message received. 

Hendricks teaches the charging for each message received (Col. 71, lines 
20-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to charge for each 
message received so as to provide money for the expense of broadcasting an 
interactive television show. 

Regarding claim 28, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 
Stettner does not clearly teach charging for each message received and 
inserted. 

Hendricks teaches the charging for each message received and inserted 
(Col. 71 , lines 20-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to 
charge for each message received and inserted so as to provide money for the 
expense of broadcasting an interactive television show. 

Regarding claim 29, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 
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Stettner does not clearly teach charging a first amount for each message 
received and a second amount for each message inserted. 

Hendricks teaches charging a first amount for each message received and 
a second amount for each message inserted, i.e. ability to charge different rates 
(Col. 36, lines 64-67). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to 
charge a first amount for each message received and a second amount for each 
message inserted so as to be able to charge a small amount for a message 
received and a larger amount for a message inserted, which would save the 
audience member money if his/her message wasn't inserted. 

Regarding Claim 31 , Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 

Stettner also teaches a human operator who performs last-stage 
screening of participant input (Col. 5, lines 30-32). 

Stettner does not clearly teach the received messages are presented to a 
human operator who assigns a rating to each message accepted and higher- 
rated messages are inserted in priority to lower-rated messages. 

Hendricks teaches a method of assigning a weight to specific commercials 
that is used to prioritize the advertisements that will be sent to individual set top 
terminals (Col. 71, lines 18-23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Stettner's 
input selection process to have received messages presented to a human 
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operator who assigns a rating to each message accepted and higher-rated 
messages are inserted in priority to lower-rated messages so as to insert the 
messages that would provide the most benefit for audience members and the 
television station. 

Regarding claim 34, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 32. 

Stettner does not clearly teach the television program is transmitted after 
the conclusion of said electronic entertainment program. 

Hendricks teaches the television program is transmitted after the 
conclusion of said electronic entertainment program (Col. 1 1 , lines 5-8). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Stettner's program insertion technique to 
insert television programs after the conclusion of an electronic entertainment 
program so as to view the audience member's submission or other content 
instead of watching the next television show. 

8. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stettner 
in view of Boda (US 7,062,222). 



Regarding claim 18, Stettner teaches all elements in claim 1. 
Stettner does not clearly teach the received messages are filtered by 
computational means adapted to discard unsuitable messages. 
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Boda teaches a computer used to automatically accept or reject requests 
according to predefined criteria (Col. 5, lines 33-35). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Stettner's message filtering means to use a computational means 
adapted to discard unsuitable messages so as to free up personnel to save 
money or so that the personnel may do something else. 

9. Claim 1 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stettner 
in view of Travaille (US 6,067,107). 

Regarding claim 19, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1. 

Stettner does not clearly teach the messages are received at a rate above 
a predetermined rate some messages are automatically discarded. 

Travaille teaches some messages are automatically discarded if they are 
received at a rate above a predetermined rate (Col. 1, lines 61-67). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Stettner's message receiver to automatically 
discard messages received at a rate above a predetermined rate so as to have a 
smaller message queue or a smaller storage device. 

10. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stettner 
in view of Blahut (US 5,532,735). 

Regarding claim 30, Stettner teaches all elements of claim 1 . 
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Stettner does not clearly teach only a subset of messages received are 
inserted and the probability of a particular message being inserted is proportional 
to an amount paid by the person submitting said message. 

Blahut teaches only a jsubset of messages received are inserted (Fig. 5, 
el. 236), and the probability of a particular message being inserted is proportional 
to an amount paid by the person submitting said message (Fig. 5, el. 256, 250). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Stettner's system to insert a subset of 
received messages and the probability of a particular message being inserted is 
proportional to an amount paid by the person submitting said message so as to 
provide an incentive for those viewers who pay more money to get less 
commercials. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremy Duffield whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1643. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. 7:30 A.M.-5:00 P.M. 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Hai Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7305. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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August 28, 2007 
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